134                               LECTURE V.
conduct, those whom  they have  to   conduct  over difficult roads.
In answer to all this we say: After all, they are meant for conductors, because this is clearly indicated. For we read: 'From the moon to the lightning; there a person not being a man, leads them to Brahman,' and this shows clearly their conductorship. If you think that according to the rule that a sentence says no more than what it says, this sentence, being restricted to its own object (the person, not being a man), falls to the ground, we say No, for the predicate .(amanava/t) is only intended to exclude his supposed humanity. Only if with regard to light, Sec., personal conductors are admitted, and these human, is it right, that in order to exclude this (humanity), there should be the attribute, am&nava, not being a man.
If it is objected that a mere indication is not sufficient, because there is no proof, we say there is no fault in this.
FIFTH STJTBA. Because as "both are bewildered, this is right.
$ankara explains: Those who go on the road beginning with light, as they are without a body, and as all their organs are wrapt up, are not independent, and the light, &c., as they are without intelligence, are likewise not independent. Hence it follows that the individual intelligent deities who represent light and the restj have been appointed to the conductorship. For in this world also drunken or fainting people whose sense-organs are wrapt up, follow a road as commanded by others. Again, light and the rest cannot .be taken for mere4 signs of the road, because they are not always there. For a man who dies in the night,